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REGISTRATION OF F'aRRIERS. 


In our report of last Council meeting was a short 
discussion on a letter received from the Farriers 
Company asking if the R.C.V.S. approved the scheme 
as now carried out. An answer was deferred for 
consideration in committee. 

The Royal Agricultural Society received a similar 
letter, and the Council of that body has replied as 
follows : 

“The Council of the Royal Agricultural Society de- 
sire to express their cordial approval of the scheme for 
theexamination and registration of farriers or shoeing 
smiths, which was prepared in 1890 by the Worshipful 
Company of Farriers, the Royal Agricultural Society of 
England, and the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 
and which has been in successful operation since that 
time. They consider that the examination and registra- 
tion of farriers or shoeing smiths has contributed ma- 
terially to the improvement of horse shoeing in country 
districts, and that the scheme is in every way worthy of 
continued public support.” 

We grant at once that approval by the R.A.S. is 
not sufficient reason for acquiescence by the R.C.V.S. 
The latter body may have some reasons for not ap- 
proving, but we hope they are not based solely upon 
the anonymous statements that some registered 
smiths have been doctoring horses and misrepresent- 
ing the nature of their certificate. The question is 
uot whether farriers occasionally interfere with 
veterinary practice but whether the shoeing certifi- 
cate encourages and assists empirical practice. 
Statements have been made that this does occur, 
and we should like some evidence of it. If any 
practitioner will give the name and address of such 
an offender we offer to have the matter properly in- 
vestigated at our own expense—but we require some 
specific evidence, not vague general statements. 


Tue Distemper Expertmmentat Committee. 


The Committee has now, thanks to a number of 
practitioners, a sufficient supply of young dogs to 
commence work. Until further notice, we are asked 
to say that, no more dogs are wanted, as no more 
accommodation is available. 


FLANDERS. 

_ Veterinary Report of the Board of Agriculture 
or 1902 is now ublished and we hope next week to 
— it fully. Vithout loss of time we desire to pro- 
See against a statement in the report of the Assistant 
ataty: It is— From an administrative point of 
lew there is nothing of special interest to chronicle 
with regard to glanders.” 

_0 1882 there were 850 outbreaks and 1389 horses 
attacked, 


In 1892 there were 1155 outbreaks and 2040 horses 
attacked. 

ate fact that the disease is more prevalent in 1902 
lives It was 20 years ago and that a number of human 
“noth 


*s are annually sacrificed is officially described as 
mg of special interest.” 








ABDOMINAL RUPTURE DURING 
PREGNANCY. 


On reading Mr. Collinson’s account of a case of 
the above in last week’s Record it occurred to me 
that possibly my experience of two cases that hap- 
pened some years ago might be of interest. 

Case 1.—Aged chestnut mare nearly due to foal, 
showing what appeared to be extensive dropsical 
swelling of abdomen, but what was really hernia 
in consequence of rupture of abdominal muscles. I 
punctured swelling in several places with the result 
that the mare died from peritonitis very soon after 
foaling, which she accomplished without much 
difficulty. 

Case 2.— Roan mare about ten years old, same ap- 
pearance. Being warned by previous experience I 
abstained from all surgical interference and adopted 
expectant treatment. Mare foaled easily and did 
well, has been at work ever since, and although 
there has always remained considerable enlargement 
of the abdomen which renders her unsightly it has 
not interfered with her usefulness for farm work. 

Neither of the above mares were fat, only in fair 
condition. No. 2 brought up her foal. 

J. H. Bennert. 





ABSTRACTS FROM FOREIGN JOURNALS. 





Pyeumo-Pievritis ViruLorum Inrectriosa.—A Con- 
TRIBUTION TO THE ScrentiIFIC KNOWLEDGE oF Septic 
Pneumonia in Catves.—By Evers, of Waren, 
District Veterinary Surgeon. 


Since I commenced treatment of diarrhea in 
calves three years ago by endovenous injection of 
collargol a great number of owners have called my 
attention to the fact that although the injections 
effectually prevented the much feared diarrhea, yet 
in from 9 to 12 days appearances of inflammation of 
the lungs occurred, from which illness the animals 
died in from 2 to 14 days. At first I was doubtful 
whether or not the endovenous injection could be the 
cause of the inflammation of the lungs. 

After a great number of post-mortem examinations 
on calves’ lungs from Mecklenburgh, Pomerania, 
and East Prussia, I became strongly of opinion that 
the cause was not the endovenous injection but a 
specific micro-organism. Two typical cases in the 
neighbourhood of the town of Waren induced me to 
believe the cause was a specific one. In these two 
cases no endovenous treatment was made and yet 
the, young calves 9 to 14 days old fell ill and died of 
inflammation of the lungs. 
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In January, 1901, the illness appeared in D. as , in calves is the same as that of swine fever, and it js 
an epidemic among calves being reared, and of 34 not improbable that it occurs where chronic swing 
animals of from 20 days to 4 months old 21 fell ill fever constantly reigns. 
and died of inflammation of the lungs within six I believe I have furnished proof herewith that the 
weeks. The symptoms are as follows. The young cause of inflammation of the lungs of calves is identi. 
animals are suddenly sluggish, sleepy, and cough cal with the cause of swine fever. 
frequently. The number of respirations when they, As in the year, 1901, in D. the greater portion of 
are recumbent is considerably increased, 40 to 70 the stock had died of infectious inflammation of the 
respirations per minute. Throbbing heart beat up | lungs and I recognised on post-mortem its similarity 
to 100; temp. 40°5 to 41°6 C. If the appetite is' to swine plague, Herr V. in Cl. Counsellor of 
not so keen as in health yet the animals slowly drink Domains, asked my help as his calves also suffered 
up their usual quantity of milk. As soon as the ill- | from this illness. Of nine calves one animal was 
ness is established in the lungs the animals spread | slaughtered, and a calf about 14 days old died after a 
out their fore legs, stretch their head and neck, and | 3 days illness. 
their ears droop. They have a troubled look, the Post-mortem of this’ animal confirmed the diag- 
breathing is performed with difficulty and with pain. | nosis. Of the remaining calves five were healthy, 
The nostrils are dilated. Defscation at first normal, | and two had been visibly ill fora day. My treat. 
later scanty. A few hours before death bad smelling | ment was based on this proposition : If the germ of 
fluid excrement is passed involuntarily through the | this illness is the same asin swine fever, then swine 
open rectum. If the calves are 8 to 14 days old | fever serum must at least immunise and in its com. 
and are attacked by the illness death generally | mencing stage perhaps also cure. And in fact the 
occurs in from two to four days. Jf the illness | serum treatment I used in all cases was septizidin 
occurs ata later age then it may last from 14 days | from the Bacteriological Institute at Laudsberg, 
to 3 weeks. I have never seen a complete recovery.|A.W. The result was that on the next day both 
In two cases I saw an apparent cure of the illness | sick animals were plainly livelier, and in the course 
after 14 days in animals 13 to 14 weeks old. Post- | of eight days appeared completely cured. The five 
mortem of both these calves, which were slaughtered | immunised calves were not affected. In the year 
when they were six months old because they put on} 1901 I was, in spite of much trouble, not in a posi- 
no condition, established the fact that there were; tion to make further inoculations. In January, 
encapsuled caseous masses as large as a goose’s egg | 1902, the illness occurred in Gr. Sch. Of 28 calves 
in the lungs and firm adhesions of the pleure. 11 fell ill after each other. Eight animals died or 

Post-mortem appearances vary according as the | were slaughtered. On January 16th the healthy 
illness runs a quick or slow course. If one cannot | animals received 10 c.cm. ; the sick ones 20-30 c.cm. 
perceive in the lungs that the process has run its | of the serum (Septizidin). The healthy animals re- 
full course in the body of the calf, then one must! mained healthy. Of the three sick animals one calf 
come to the conclusion that it is connected with | was slaughtered as it had suffered for a week, both 
swine fever. the others recovered. 

In animals in which the illness runs an acute In December, 1902, of 50 calves bought at mar- 
course, principally in animals from 8 to 14 days old, | ket by the same owner one calf died of inflammation 
the lungs are almust exclusively affected. One or|of the lung. One animal was slaughtered, four were 
both apices of the lungs do not contain air, are dark | ill. On December 23rd inoculation was carried out. 
red, show numerous punctiform hoemorrhages and | The result was that one sick calf was slaughtered on 
have a firm consistence. Occasionally the apices of | January 9th, 1908, because it didn’t get on, and the 
the lungs are healthy and the undole and posterior | left lung showed encapsuled, necrotic masses 4s 
sections show a firm, dark red to brown red collapsed | large asa goose’s egg. All the remaining animals 
appearance. The bronchi are filled with foam. | kept healthy. Encouraged by these successes I sent 
On pressure the bronchi yield small yellow plugs. | in December, 1902, a fresh infected lung to the Bac- 
In the pleural sac may be found a great quantity of | teriological Institute’ at Laudsberg, A.W. The re 
clear watery fluid. The bronchial lymphatic glands | sult of the examination gave: In the lungs bipolar, 
are soaked and swollen and frequently show on sec- | self stained bacteria are visible, similar to the bac- 
tion brownish-red spots. In animals in which the | teria of swine plague, rinderpest, etc. The virulence 
illness runs a chronic course, chiefly of the age of 6 | of the bacteria is very great, for mice injected with 
to 14 weeks, appearances on section are proportion- | O. 0-1'c.cm. of the culture died within 24 hours; 
ately more severe. In these lungs one sees the rabbits and guinea-pigs also died. Growth on the 
whole scale from the beginning of partial purulent- customary media, agar, gelatine, bouillon, 1s similar 
caseous inflammation of the lung to almost total | to that of swine plague and also to that of septice- 
necrotic affection of the lungs and firm adhesion of | mia hemorrhagica. However, a distinction is wort 
the lung to the costal pleura. Only with great | noting that an intra peritoneal inoculation equally in 
trouble can one succeed in obtaining small relatively | guinea-pigs and rabbits in contradistinction to swine 
sound portions of lung. The bronchial and medias- plague bacteria, more fibrinous exudate forms, for 
tinal lymphatic glands are often considerably larger | instance the liver was covered with a fibrinous layer 
than a hen’s egg, and caseated. 2mm. thick. Cultures obtained from the lung con- 

As I have stated above, post-mortem shows the ferred relative immunity. Guinea-pigs immuniee, 
same state of things in all its forms as in swine against swine fever did not die after incorporation “4 
fever. And in fact in Mecklenburg the cause of this many deadly doses of cultures of sept. peed mage 
very prevalent infectious inflammation of the lungs ' monia of calves, so that scientifically the identity 
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| 
both germs is proved. The therapy which I have 
now employed since December, 1902, with the best 
results is the immunisation on the first day of life 
of the calves with serum, to the culture (obtained | 
from affected calves lungs) is added (Septizidin B) 
10 c.cm. per animal. 
receive 20-80 c.cm. of septizidin. 


If the animals are ill they 
It is plain that | 


| 


LANCASHIRE 
VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION. 


The quarterly meeting was held at the Grand Hotel, 


| Manchester, on April 2nd. The President, RK. Hughes, 


Esq., occupied the chair, and thuse present included 
Messrs. J. W. Brittlebank, H. D. Chorlton, E. Faulkner, 


the inoculation cannot bring about absolutely cer- | T. Hopkin, F. Hopkin, G. H. Locke (hon. sec.), E. H. 


tain results, for the serum cannot restore destroyed Stent, W. A. Taylor, and J. B. Wolstenholme, Manches- 


lung tissue. 

Chronic swine plague has spread enormously, and 
in course of time this disease may easily reach the 
same dimensions in young stock.—Ex. Berliner 
Thierirzt Woch. 

G. M. 


COUNCIL ELECTION. 


To the Fellows and Members of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Gentlemen, 

I have the honour to be nominated as a candidate 
in the forthcoming election of Council, and respect- 
fully solicit your support. 

The question of Parliamentary representation is a 
most important one, for the greatest benefits must 
accrue to the profession if we have a veterinary sur- 
geon in the House to look after our interests, and to 
advocate our claims for those positions which we, as 
veterinary surgeons, are alone qualified to fili. 

Should I have the honour to be elected, it will be 
my earnest endeavour to further the interests of my 
professional brethren ; and the welfare of the pro- 
fession generally will be my constant study.—I am, 
gentlemen, yours faithfully, 

E. Lionet Srrovp. 

29 Spring Street, Hyde Park, W. 

May 11th. 


To the Fellows and Members of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


Gentlemen, 

My term of office as Member of Council having 
expired, and as it is the unanimous wish of the 
Members of the Lancashire Veterinary Medical 

lety that I allow myself to be again nominated, 
accede to the request with pleasure. 

During the eight years I have had the honour of 
being one of your representatives, I have been a 
regular attendant at all Council and Committee 
meetings (the latter of which in my opinion being 
quite as important as Council meetings) and en- 
favoured to support all measures calculated to 
advance the profession, bo th socially and profes- 


ter; A. Munro, Altrincham; W. Noar, Bury; F. G. 
_ Edwards, Chester ; E.S. Gubbin, Hyde; J. Marshall, 
Knutsford ; 8. Jackson, T. Eaton Jones, and Hy. Sum- 
| ner, Liverpool ; Jas. Laithwood, Macclesfield; M. T. 
| Giblin, Rochdale ; and W. Woods, Wigan. Visitors: 
' Drs. Ashby and Wild, and Messrs. J, E. Scriven, Tad- 
caster ; F. W. Garnett, Windermere. 

Absence apologies were announced from Messrs. J. 
Abson, A. Lawson, J. Lawson, J. McKinna, A. M. Port- 
eous, and F. W. Somers. 

On the motion of Mr. Marshall, seconded by Mr. 
nr ae the minutes of the last meeting were taken as 
read. 

The Secretary having regretfully referred to the 
death of Mr. Elvin Plant, of Middlewich, it was pro- 
posed by Mr Taylor, and seconded by Mr. Laithwood, 
that a letter of condolence from the Society be sent to 
the widow. 

A letter from Mr. H. Ferguson, Warrington, askin 
the Association to accept his resignation was read an 
received with regret. 

Mr. LaiTtHwoop gave notice to move the following at 
the next meeting: “That the meetings of this Associa- 
tion be held at an earlier hour in the day to enable the 
goa from a distance to get home again the same 
night. 

Mr. T. O. Ricuarpson, M.R.C.V.S., Lytham, was 
duly elected to membership, upon the motion of Mr. 
Giblin, seconded by Mr. Brittlebank. 

Mr. F. G. Epwarps, F.R.C.V.S., Chester, was also 
elected a member of the Society, the resolution being 
proposed by Mr. Woods, seconded by Mr. Wolsten- 
holme. 

Mr. F. W. Garnett M.R.C.V.S., Windermere, was 
nominated for membership by the President ; and Mr. 
Exuison, M.R.C.V.S., Burnley, by Mr. Giblin. 

The TREASURER presented the balance sheet for the 
ast year, which was received and adopted upon Mr. 
Woods’ proposition, seconded by Mr. Brittlebank. 

A letter dated March 24th, 1903, from Mr. Thomas M. 
Horsburgh (Secretary and Treasurer to the Principal 
Williams’ Memorial) intimating that the presentation of 
the portrait of the late Principal to the R.C.V.S. would 
be made on behalf of the subscribers by Sir James H. 
Gibson Craig, Bart., of Ricarton (Chairman of the Com- 
mittee) within the Council Chambers, 10 Red Lion 
Square, London, on April 3rd, 1903, at 3 p.m. was read 
by the Secretary and duly noted. 

The subjoined communication from the Yorkshire 
Veterinary Medical Society was read and the question 
considered. 

6, De Grey Terrace, Leeds, 
March 28th, 1903. 
Dear Sir, ce f 
At a special meeting of the above Society it was deci- 





sionally, 

Should you do me the honour of again returning | 
Me as one of your representatives I shall esteem it | 
‘gteat favour, and will endeavour to prove myself. 
Worthy of the continued confidence reposed in me.— | 

am, gentlemen, faithfully yours, 


Sam Locke. 
Manchester, May 11th. : 


ded to nominate Mr. J. E. Scriven for the ensuing 
Election of Council and I was instructed to write and 
ask you if your Association is willing to amalgamate 
with us as heretofore for the purposes of the election.— 


Yours faithfully, n GR 
. Uy. DOWES. 


G. H. Locke, Esq. 


It was proposed by Mr. Taylor, and seconded by Mr. 
T. Hopkin, that Mr. S. Locke and Mr. Alex. Lawson 
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should be the nominees of the Association for the en- 
suing term, that the Society should combine with the 
Yorkshire, Midland Counties, and Eastern Counties 
Associations as in past years, and that the usual Elec- 
tion Committee consisting of the officers of the Society 
with power to add to their number, be formed to carry 
out the details connected with the election. 

Mr. TayYtor then moved that the thanks of the Asso- 
ciation be tendered to Messrs. 8. Locke and A. Lawson 
for their services in the past. 

Mr. FAULKNER seconded, and the proposition was 
carried unanimously. 

The circular letters in relation to the Royal Institute 
of Public Health, Liverpool Congress, and the Sanitary 
Institute, Bradford Congress, were submitted for con- 
sideration. 

After some discussion it was proposed by Mr. Woods, 
and seconded by Mr. Wolstenholme, that the President 
(Mr. Hughes) and Mr. Faulkner should be the Society’s 
delegates at the Liverpool Congress, and that their out- 
of: pocket expenses be borne by the Society. 

Mr. Woops moved that the Treasurer and Secretary 
be the Association’s representatives at the Bradford 
Congress and that they be allowed their expenses. 

Mr. JONES seconded the motion, which was carried 
unanimously. 

It was also resolved, upon Mr. Woods’ proposition, 
seconded by Mr. Laithwood, that any other member 
wishing to attend the Congresses could be sent as dele- 
gates of the Society on furnishing to the Secretary the 
requisite funds. 


RICKETS AND ACHONDROPLASIA. 


Dr. AsHBY, who was cordially received, gave an inter- 
esting and instructive address ‘with lantern illustrations. 

Any disease or malformation of nmfan or animal could 
not fail, he thought, to be of great interest tv surgeons. 
Only a few years ago if aninfant was born with crooked 
limbs or stunted frame, such deformity was naturally 
attributed to congenital rickets, but this idea has been 
given up. Rickets wasa very common disease, and was 
usually developed about the fourth or fifth month after 
birth, generally through unhealthy climate, improper 
feeding, or unfavourable environment, and was rarely if 
ever congenital; whereas achondroplasia was not a 
common disease, and was the arrestation of the growth 
of bone cartilage, somewhere between the third and 
sixth month of intra uterine life. The worst cases were 
dead-born, but the slighter cases lived, although deform- 
ed. Thedistinguishing features of the achondroplasic 
were the short arms and short legs, also large head, 
large hands, and large feet. Then again there was the 
retroussé nose, also the trident hand, in which the fingers 
were spread out in an unnatural fashion. These points 
marked the distinction between achondroplasia and 
rickets. 

In some breeds of dogs, such as the dachshund, and 
also some breeds of cattle and goats, there was evidence 
of achondroplasia, in their long bodies and short curved 
limbs. The tendency to achondroplasia is hereditary, 
and, unlike rickets, it cannot be said to be a disease but 
rather a failure of development at the ends of the long 
bones of the limbs, while periosteal growth is not inter- 
fered with. Hence the bones are short and thick. 

Mr. WoLSTENHOLME said all would join him in heartily 
thanking Dr. Ashby for his great kindness in giving them 
such an able aad highly instructive lecture, and he 
hoped that before long that gentleman would come 
amongst them again. 

The PRESIDENT remarked that he had seen these mai- 
formations in young animals—more in sheep than in 
any others—but they were invariably dead. He always 
associated these conditions with foetal rickets. Rickets 
was only developed after birth and was not very un- 
common in both horses and calves, foals more especially. 





Fortunately in the country the animals were well cared 
for, and consequently there were not many cases of 
rickets or malformations. Dr. Ashby had their best 
thanks for his extremely interesting address. 

Mr. LairHwoop in thanking Dr. Ashby for his ex. 
cellent and particularly instructive communication 
alluded to his having seen several cases of achondro. 
plasia in cattle, but from reports in agricultural papers 
which he had lately been reading he believed that the 
Dexter cattle were particularly prone to the disease, 

The PRESIDENT then proposed a hearty vote of thanks 
to Dr. Ashby for his able and instructive address, 

Mr. TAYLOR, in seconding the proposition, said there 
could be little doubt that Dr. Ashby had corrected an 
impression which was prevalent throughout the veteri- 
nary profession that there were two diseases—one cop- 
genital rickets, and rickets which occurred after birth. 
It now remained for them to ascertain what proportion 
of cases of achondroplasia was found in animals born 
within their knowledge. 


ON THE PATHOLOGICAL AND THERAPEUTICAL Actions 
OF THE RGENTGEN Rays. 


Dr. WILD made a communication. He said that he 
was pleased to have the opportunity of bringing the 
subject before the members, as little was known about 
it and a large number of experimental observations would 
be necessary for its elucidation, and since it was im- 
possible to carry out these experiments upon the human 
subject he urged the members to take any opportunity 
of doing so in the loweranimals. A study of the effects 
of the Réentgen rays and other little known physical 
forces promised not only an increase of our knowledge 
of pathology and therapeutics, but also might help to 
unravel something of the secret of life itself. 

After exhibiting and describing the apparatus for pro- 
ducing the Réentgen rays and alluding to their well 
known properties of passing through certain substances, 
such as wood and flesh, while unable to pass through 
metals or bone, he pointed out how these properties 
were made use of for the diagnosis of disease or injury 
to bones, or the presence and situation of foreign bodies 
of a metallic nature lodged in the animal body. 

Proceeding to discuss the nature of the Roentgen rays, 
we had to confess that our knowledge was very limited ; 
most probably they were due to one of the hitherto un- 
known forms of ether vibration, but how they differed 
from other ether vibrations such as heat, light, and elec- 
tricity we did not know. a 

It must be remembered that life could only exist 10 
the presence of certain ether vibrations, as for example 
those of heat and light ; for life could only be preserved 
within certain limits of temperature, and light was 
essential to healthy functions. ; 

The ether vibratiois we know as heat when in excess 
cause injury or death of living tissues, and heat itself has 
been used as a therapeutic agent from the earliest times. 
With the use of Réentgen rays for diagnostic purposes 
it was soon found that excessive exposure produce 
certain injurious effects which might lead to the destruc- 
tion of the tissues, and the suggestion soon followe 
that this property, if it could be completely controlled, 
might be of use for the treatment of disease. : 

Among the injurious effects were the loss of bait, 
sometimes also loss of the nails, pigmentation of the 
skin, and if continued for a longer time redness and in- 
flammation of the skin followed by ulceration. +2¢ 
ulcers were intensely painful and singularly slow to heal, 
many months being required in some cases. | en 
healing occurred the scar produced was often peculiar - 
having a considerable number of dilated blood vee 
on its surface, while several observations seem Jeg 
indicate the possibility that, occasionally at any “the 
the scar might subsequently be a suitable site a“ a. 
formation of epitheliomatous overgrowth. This |a 
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int is one of the en pee importance, and requires | the tumour weighing one pound. There were no other 

experimental study which can only be carried out on the | growths in the body. _. 

lower animals. _ Mr. WoLsTENHOLME exhibited a specimen of general- 
The effect of the Riéentgen rays for the treatment of | ised malignant new growth of doubtful nature from an 

disease was perhaps best illustrated by lupus and cer- | old cart mare. 

tain forms of malignant disease. What was the cause of | Onthe motion of Mr. T. Hopkin, seconded by Mr. 

the beneficial effects was still uncertain, and many sug-| Taylor, and supported by the President, a hearty vote 
stions had been made, such as the stimulation ot the | of thanks was accorded to Messrs. Stent and Wolsten- 

healthy tissues ; the destruction of bacterial parasites | hclme for their interesting specimens, 

or their over stimulation ; a selective escharotic action Mr. TayLor then proposed a vote of thanks to the 

in which the less stable cells of the inflammatory or | President, and Mr. Laithwood having seconded the pro- 

malignant growth were destroyed more rapidly than the | position was unanimously carried. 

cells of the surrounding healthy tissues. In all the | —————————————_- , — 


hypotheses hitherto brought forward serious objections 
exist, and only future observations can show whether SCOTTISH METROPOLITAN 











ny of them be correct. . ary eouneemee 
: The method of treatment is to cover that part of the VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. 
body exposed to the Réentgen rays with a mask of sheet (Continued from p. 708) 


lead in which a hole is cut to expose the exact area |, . 

: . . 4 UELTY TO IMALS AND 1 . OF 
which requires treatment, the Roentgen ray tube is then ws : . net a wee RELATION oF THE 
placed directly in front of this window at a distance of | VETERINARY Proression Toward THE SocIETY FOR 


about 6 inches from the skin, and the current passed for THE PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 
10-15 minutes. The sittings may be daily or less fre- By James Peppre, F.R.C.V.S., Dundee. 
quently, and the duration of each and the distance of 


the tube from the skin are varied according to the effect 
produced and the degree of action required. Discussion, 

Dr. Wild stated that during the last 2 years he had| The CuarrMan thought they would all agree with 
treated at the Manchester Skin Hospital and at the | him that they had had a most delightful and compre- 
Christie Hospital 48 cases of lupus and 38 cases of malig- | hensive paper from Mr. Peddie. This was a subject 
nant disease by the Roentgen rays. Of the lupus cases | that would appeal to most of them. There were very 
29 had been discharged, 9 completely healed, and 9 so| few members of the profession but had at one time or 
very much improved that the patients had returned to! another been involved in cruelty cases, and these cases 
work, a total of 62 per cent. in which the results had | had invariably proved unsatisfactory. 
been satisfactory. Mr. CAMERON said they had bad a splendid paper on 

Out of 21 cases of rodent ulcer 17 had been discharged | this subject, and he did not think anything better could 
12 (i-e.,71 per cent.) of which were completely healed ; | have been said regarding it. Owing to the unsatisfac- 
{of the remaining 5 were cases in which bone or | tory methods in connection with these cruelty cases he 
cartilage was involved and showed little or no improve- | had steered clear of them as much as possible. He 
ment. agreed that it was the rule of this country that every 

Out of the 17 cases of epithelioma and carcinoma | man was considered to be innocent till he was proved 
5 showed some improvement, but it was too early to| guilty, but there were exceptions to every rule, and the 
say whether there was any permanent benefit. Other | excepticn in this case lay in the prosecutions by the 
cases advanced rapidly, and it might possibly be found | Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. So 

| 





that the use of Réentgen rays was not free from danger. | far as they were concerned, every case was guilty until 
Tosum up, the Roentgen rays were by no means a/| they could prove it to be innocent, and of course it re- 
panacea, but acted well in certain cases of lupus and | quired a considerable amount of evidence. One veteri- 
Ina majority of superficial malignant growths. Up/| nary surgeon was of no earthly use, and they always 
tothe present they have not proved to be effectual for | tried to allow some time to » Hn before they roused 
the treatment of the deeper forms of malignant disease, | their suspicions that they were going to prosecute. He 
especially where the disease is covered by the unbroken | thought it was good policy to refuse to have anything to 
skin. do with cases where some time had elapsed before the 
_The whole subject requires a great deal of investiga- | animal was seen, and also unless there was someone else 
tion, and especially the help which can only be obtained | got to corroborate their opinion. 
from experiments upon the lower animals. Mr. RuTHERFORD congratulated Mr. Peddie upon the 
On the motion of Mr. Woods, seconded by the Presi- | pains he must have taken, and the skill and intelligence 
dent, a cordial vote of thanks was tendered to Dr. Wild | which he had bestowed upon the paper. He did not 





for his most interesting and able paper. , think that it’s equal as a paper from a certain point of 
Sg me - N | view had ever been before this or any other Society cuon- 
PECIMENS AND CLINICAL NorEs. nected with the subject of cruelty before, and he sugges- 


Mr. Srenr instanced a case of melanotic sarcoma in- | ted that Mr. Peddie be asked to allow the paper to be 
volving the brain of a ten-year-old harness horse, and | published in the veterinary journals. He exceedingly 
exhibited specimen. The animal was bought by auction | regretted that the members of the lay press were not 
in September last when a growth the size and shape of | present. It wasa pity that in a case like this where 
alfa walnut was noticed at the base of the ear. It | distinct charges were made against the working of a 
‘ontinued at work until the end of January when the | public society, that that society had not an opportunity 
‘iver complained of its sluggishness. When called to | of being present, through the medium of the press, to 
‘ee the animal, it stood with its head pressed against answer those charges. He must say that he did net 
the wall as in stomach staggers, great salivation, the | think it was quite fair. He held no brief on behalf of 
‘Yes were insensible when touched. From its history | the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, 
ind condition Mr. Stent came to the conclusion that it | for he had his feelings about them as well as everybody 
"as @ sarcoma with mechanical pressure on the brain, else, but he must say that if he were the President or 
and ordered its destruction. An autopsy showed it to be Secretary of that Society or held any other position in 
‘telanotic sarcoma which had eaten through the parie- connection with it he would feel that he had been hit 
t. ne and commenced the formation of a series of ' below the belt. By the public press not being represen- 
‘mours in the cranial cavity, the external portion of ' ted the Society did not get an opportunity of answer- 
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ing the charges which had been made. He would like 
very much if they had an opportunity still of answering 
that paper, and he did not mind proposing that the 
— be published in pamphlet form and be distribu- 
ted to the members of this and other societies for fur- 
ther discussion, and that copies be forwarded to the 
S.P.C.A. in Edinburgh and Glasgow and other large 
centres, and the Royal Society in London, to let them 
see that while Mr. Peddie’s arguments were so far very 
much against their procedure they were not against the 
Society’s intention, for he held the intention was a good 
one. That was all the more reason why they should 
have an opportunity of replying to them. He could not 
blame Mr. Peddie for holding certain strcng opinions, 
while he deplored them. He thought it was a pity that 
they, as a profession, could not work amicably with the 
Society. Ever since he was connected with the profes- 
sion in Edinburgh, since he came frum India, he had 
had dealings with the Suciety. He had on many occas- 
ions been beaten by them, but he had taken his lickings 
and said nothing about it. He had also had to do with 
the Society where he had beaten them, and been pleased 
with it. Something had been said about the Society be- 
ing one that oppressed the poor. It was a pity they 
were not present to answer that charge, because it was 
serious charge. He knew it was his experience that 
in too many cases the badly abused, the badly fed, the 
badly stabled, the tortured and over loaded horse was 
the property of the poor man. He might be honest, but 
his honesty did not permit him to sacrifice the poor 
horse that honestly endeavoured to do his work for him 
But looking back to the Jast published report of the 
Society in Edinburgh and to the London reports, there 
must be some special reason why a large number of these 
men were not prosecuted. It must be the case that the 
prosecuting authorities—the fiscals in this country and 
the Clerks of Court in England—must see a great deal 
of reason for not prosecating in a great many cases. 
Now, that did not look like oppression of a particular 
set of people. His experience was that there was rather 
a leniency shown towards the poor man, so long as it 
could be shown that be was deserving of that leniency. 
His own experience of certain men was that they had 
been warned many and many a time, and only after 
warnings had failed bad prosecutions been adopted, and 
then not always successfully. He was one of those who 
supported the intentions of the Society through thick 
and through thin. Asa veterinarian it was his duty— 
as it should be the duty of all of them—to do all he 
could to prevent cruelty, and he would have liked if Mr 
Peddie had gone a little further into the subject of what 
really constituted cruelty, which, if he recollected right, 
was his (Mr. Rutherford’s) suggestion at last meeting. 
In that respect he thought that they had very often to 
fear the judgments of magistrates more than the prose- 
cutions of fiscals. His own experience of the fiscals was 
confined entirely to Edinburgh, and he must say that 
while a sweeping assertion had been made by Mr. Ped- 
die that the fiscals had a want of charity in prosecuting 
cases, that was not his experience in Edinburgh. He 
thought they were well off with a fiscal] who took a very 
large and a very broad view of a great many cases, and 
he knew himself of not one but many cases where, ua- 
less the evidence was exceedingly strong, the case had 
at once been abandoned on his hearing another opinion 
as compared with the one that had been set before him, 
so that all fiscals were not alike. He could, however, 
homologate that Mr. Peddie had said about the action of 
magistrates. He thought they were more in danger from 
them. The magistrate might be a very good sort of 
chap—a retired tinsmith or something of that kind—but 
he was not capable of forming a proper opinion, and he 
really ought to be guided by the expert evidence which 
was furnished to him. If there was a concensus of 
opinion one way or the other he should be guided by it ; 








or if the two opinions were diametrically opposed, then 
came inthe advantage of “Not proven.” He thought 
that verdict was rather handy, and he was sure it was 
often adopted in Edinburgh as a nice way for the magis- 
trate to get out of a difficulty. 

With regard to the ditferences of opinion in these 
cruelty cases, he thought it was a great pity that veteri- 
nary surgeons did not try to agree. There seemed to be 
an obliquity of vision in most of the cases. It made 
them appear ridiculous in Court when one man saida 
horse had a bad sore and another described it as a 
= am One must be swearing to what was not correct, 

e would not say they were perjuring themselves, but 
at any rate one or the other was taking an extraordinary 
view of the matter. He thought there should be some 
little attempt at arriving at a conclusion, and a little 
attempt at honesty on the part of those who gave their 
evidence. It was a curious thing that half-a-dozen men 
could be satisfied that a horse was lame and suffering 
pain and unfit to work, while another half-a-dozen just 
as competent said it was lame and suffering pain, but 
that it was fit to work. The law did not holda man 
liable to be punished for working a lame horse, it was 
only if it was uofit to work. Surely that should be an 
easy enough point toarrive at. One form of cruelty 
that Mr. Peddie bad omitted was that of overloading 
horses, especially overloading underfed horses, a form of 
cruelty which was very common not only in Edinburgh 
but elsewhere. 

Principal Dewar did not know that there was very 
much he could say to the elucidation of this subject 
Mr. Peddie had gone into it very fully, and Mr. Ruther- 
ford had dealt with a great number of the points, and he 
had no doubt there would be differences of opinion after 
they had finished with it. He certainly differed from 
Mr. Rutherford in regard to the manner in which the 
subject was discussed. He thought they were discuss- 
ing it there from a veterinary point of view, and they 
were far better to discuss it from that point of view and 
as a profession. If it was to be discussed publicly leta 
public meeting be called, and let all who cared take part 
in that meeting. With regard to the oppression of the 
poor, there was not the least doubt that the poor were 
oppressed to a certain extent more than the rich. Even 
though they were not prosecuted to any greater extent it 
affected the poor man very much more than the rich 
one, who could easily pay the fines. Many a poor mat 
pled guilty to what he did not believe in his conscience 
Le was guilty of, because he knew it was cheaper than 
it would be if he bruught up evidence to prove that he 
was not guilty. Another point was the poor mans 
horse and the lean horse. Of course they took it for 
granted that the poor man had not what they called first 
class horses, like gentlemen’s horses, and he was working 
out the horse after the rich man was finished with it. In 
his opinion there was many a lame horse 10 Edinburgh 
that was quite fit to work. He had worked lame for 
weeks himself, and many a man and woman he saw Tf 
ing the same every day from early morn till night. 
hunian beings were going to do that of their own respon: 
sibility, and were expected to do it, why shouldn't a poor 
man who was working for his wife and family % 
allowed to work an animal even if it was a little lame, 
if the pain was not severe? It was pain to many 10 
viduals to do a single hand’s turn, and he supposed | 
was pain to many a horse too. — 

With regard to overloading horses, he considere h 
there wasas much cruelty done in Edinburgh throug 
overloading horses—not lean horses but well-fed _ 
—as there was by the poor man working a wong 
it had beeen thrown aside by one who had been ¥ “ 
able to look after it. Another form of cruelty was - 
petrated on the racecourse. Many a horse ba he its 
coming off the racecourse with blood flowing —_ 
nostrils. Only the other day a horse dropped down 
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after running a race. These horses belonged tothe nobility. | nary surgeon naturally did his best to defend his client 
Had anyone been prosecuted for treating a horse to that | when he knew quite well in his own mind that the 


extent ? 


Other forms of cruelty, which went under the | animal was not suffering any pain 


For instance, they 


name of sport, were hunting tame deer and shooting | had cases in which distinct lameness was shown, and 


hares, breaking their legs and their backs. Sometimes 
they were not recovered, and yet that was not held 
to be cruelty ; that was merely sport. One point men- 
tioned by Mr. Peddie was the length of time before the 
accused received intimation that he was going to be 
rosecuted. That was a very distinct grievance, because 
the horse might be altogether better or a great deal 
worse, and no man could say a week after the horse was 
seized by the Inspector for the S.P.C.A., in what condi- 
tion it was when the officer seized bim, so that it was a 
very great disadvantage. In regard to exaggeration, he 
did not know that there was very much to be said 
against the vfficers of the Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals. His experience of cases in court 
was that—whether they were defending or attacking, it 
did not matter which—unless they made their case 
stronger than it was, their evidence would not go very 
far. He would like to make a remark in support of what 
Mr. Rutherford said abuut their Public Prosecutor. The 
Public Prosecutor was there for the very purpose. He 
was not doing his duty unless he took up the case and 
acted justly. He had only heard the one side, and until 
evidence was brought forward in court toshow him he 
had been misled in the matter it was his bounden duty 
todo all he could to obtain a conviction. He (Princi- 
pal Dewar) tried to keep out of these cruelty cases as 
much as he possibly could, not from any wish not to 
assist the Society in any possible way, but partly from 
the way their evidence was treated in court, and also 
in great part because of detention. In connection with 
these cases he thought that if they as veterinary surgeons 
pronounced an opinion on an animal which they had 
only seen once, they bad no right—supposing this ani 

mal had certain deformities about it, especially about 
the feet and pasterns—to state that this animal must 
undoubtedly have been too lame to work for weeks. 
They could only speak to what they saw, and he did not 
think anyone could conscientiously say that this animal 
must have been lame for such a considerable time, and 
he knew that had been done in Edinburgh by men even 
ofconsiderable standing in the profession. When one 
had large open sores to deal with it was a very different 
matter, but at the same time, as Mr. Peddie mentioned, 
animals were not all sensitive a'ike. As to what consti- 
tuted cruelty, he had often been asked, Was it cruelty to 
work this animal? He always told the court what he 
had seen. If the animal was lame from mechanical 

lameness he told them so. If it was lame from an in- 
flammatory lameness be told them so, and to what ex- 
2 aod it was for the court to say if it was cruelty 

not, 

Professor Dunstan added a word or two of thanks 
and praise to Mr. Peddie for the excellent manner in 
Which he had dealt with this subject. He felt sure they 
were all of them as a body anxious to promote any 
‘atisfactory scheme for the prevention of cruelty to 
animals, forno more humane -“ existed than veteri- 
lary surgeons. They were all anxious to relieve pain 
animals as much as possible, and they would all be 
too glad to assist the Society by all means in their 
oe but the great difficulty was to get on with the 
th ety. Their methods were undoubtedly against 
— Their inspectors were supposed to be constantly 
niet and the more convictions a man succeeded in 

ablishing the better official he was considered to be. 
a goudered that that was rather objectionable. One 
ould like to promote a better feeling between the 

lety and the veterinary profession. Matters had 


witst4 Such a crisis in the West of England that no 
‘Tespecting veterinary surgeon would have anything 
with a cruelty case at all. 


In some cases a veteri- 





yet in which they were all agreed that there was no pain. 
Now, a veterinary surgeon who had known this animal 
for a long time— for weeks, or months, or perhaps a year 
or more—-knew that the animal had been always lame 


| and never any better or any worse; but perhaps an 


inspector saw this horse going lame and he dropped on 
it, and very soon the owner was served with a notice 
fur working the horse in this condition. The Society 
sent away perhaps twenty miles for their veterinary 
surgeon whom they employed. He examined it and 
found evidence of some acute condition which was not 
there ; and he gave his evidence, and his evidence was 
always chosen before that of the defending veterinary sur- 
geon. It was always the case that the veterinary sur- 
geon who was giving evidence for the Society received 
a better hearing than the defending veterinary surgeon. 
With regard to the question of what constituted cruelty, 
he was rather inclined to disagree with Principal Dewar. 
He thought that they as professional men should be in 
a better position to say what was cruelty than the 
magistrate, who might be a retired tradesman of some 
kind. These magistrates were not supposed to know 
what was cruelty, and he thought it was the veterinary 
surgeon’s duty to decide in his own mind what was 
cruelty, and to give the benefit of his decision to the 
magistrate or the people conducting the case. He 
certainly thought the veterinary surgeon was the man 
most capable of saying whether there wes any cruelty 
or not. They could not lay down any hard and fast 
rule, and say that all sores were painful. In some 
spavin cases, and in chronic cases where there was 
ossification, they knew the animal suffered no pain. In 
those cases it was the province of the specialist to say 
whether there was any cruelty or not. Mr. Peddie’s 
paper was one that they should not allow to sink into 
oblivion. 

Principal Dewar considered it would be a very diffi- 
cult job to obtain a conviction for hefting in cows, 
unless some artificial means were taken to prevent the 
milk escaping from the teats. He once practised in the 
country where calves were very dear, and where it was 
the custom to keep the calves and two-year-old heifers 
till they were about fat. At calving time the calves 
were taken from the heifers, and they were never milked. 
Their teats were not even drawn, and they were sold in 
a month or a little over, fat to the butcher, and the 
farmer had his calf which in that district was worth 
about £4, besides the value of his cow. He never knew 
of mammitis resulting from this method of treatment. 
It would be a very rare case where one could hold that 
cruelty took place from not milking an animal, if no 
artificial means were taken to prevent the escape of the 
milk, 

Mr. AEx. I. McCattum said Mr. Peddie had done a 
good service in bringing before them such an able paper 
on a subject in which they were divided in opinion, at 
least they seemed to be so when they appeared before 
His Honour in the Justice of Peace Court in Edinburgh 
and elsewhere. He had nothing to say with regard to 
this Society, except that he approved of it very much. 
He had had a good deal to do with this Society all the 
time be had been a member of the profession, and he 
thought they had done a great deal of good work in 
preventing cruelty. The thing he objected to was their 
methods. Some years ago he began to find, appearing 
as a witness for the prosecution, that there was one law 
for the rich and another for the poor. In fact, in the 
last two cases in which he appeared for the prosecution 
his conscience smote him so much that he paid the fines 
and never appeared again. A case came under his notice 
in the beginning of May last year. An officer of the 
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Society seized a poor man’s horse which he considered 
going lame. He took it off to a professional gentleman 
who agreed with the officer that it was lame in the left 
forefoot. They proceeded to examine the animal for the 
lameness which did not exist, and they mutilated it so 
much that the animal had to stand off for three weeks 
or «# month. Now, that was a case in which he con- | 
sidered there was great cruelty to the owner and not to | 
the animal. He appeared as a witness for the defence, | 
and there was no conviction. Another case occurred in | 
June last where a valuable horse with a waggon belonging | 
to a respectable firm in Edinburgh was stopped on the 
outskirts of the city by one of the inspectors for being | 
lame It was examined by the officer and then by a/| 
veterinary surgeon. It was found lame, but it was not 
likely to do it any harm. There was no prosecution, | 
and he discovered afterwards that the owner was likely | 
some day to be Lord Provost of Edinburgh. The next | 
case happened a few days afterwards and was exactly the | 
same kind of lameness. This animal was stopped on the 
street and examined, and the owner, a poor man, was 
summoned. He(Mr. McCallum) gave evidence in his 
favour, but his evidence was not beard. The animal was 
lame, it was lame when hesaw it. He said it was not a 
case for prosecution ; it was more a case of mechanizal 
lameness. The man was convicted, although the case 
was similar to the previous one. The one, however, was 
the case of a rich man, and the other was the case of a 
poor man. That was the only difference. Another case 
that came under his notice was that of a poor man with 
a few horses. The man was as fond of his horses as of 
the members of his family. They were well fed and well 
cared for. The Society official stopped his horses on a 
Saturday morning and examined the whole of them. 
With seven of them they found nothing wrong. When 
they came to the eighth they discovered a “sore” 34 in. 
in diameter on the horse’s back. The man was summoned 
to appear at the Court. He (Mr. McCallum) examined 
the horse within 48 hours and there never was a sore 
34 inches in diameter. The case was found “Not proven.” 
On leaving the Court the Society’s inspector was over- 
heard to say “Oh, we will make it salt for him yet.” 
What happened? That man got no rest. His horses 
got no rest for weeks together. Three weeks afterwards 
they pounced on this man again. A veterinary surgeon 
backed them up in saying that there was a sore 43 inches 
in diameter on the horse’s back. He examined the horse 
and there was no such sore. That man had to employ 
an agent and call in expert evidence to contradict what 
they had stated. There was no conviction, but it cost 
the owner between £10 and £12 to defend himself against 
the vindictiveness of this Inspector. That was a case of 
very great oppression. [Mr. McCallum gave several 
other instances of a somewhat similar character, showing 
that in each case there was far more cruelty to the owner 
than there was to the animal itself.] As he stated at 
the beginning he approved of the Society, but he disap- 

roved of their methods. They had a large directorate 
in Edinburgh of splendid citizens, men who would be 
willing to do the best in their power to put down cruelty 
to animals, but their methods were wrong. They held 
three or four meetings a year. They left themselves in 
the hands of two men—the Secretary and the chief ins- 
pector of the Society. These men got their salaries by 
convictions. 

Mr. RuTHERFORD (interrupting): I think this is pro- 
ceeding out of order. A personal attack has been made 
upon officials who are not here, and I don’t think it 
should be continued. 

Mr. PEDDIE said they had listened with great interest 
to what Mr. McCallum had said about these cases, but 
he thought there was a great deal of repetition in them. 
What Mr. McCallum claimed was that there was a great 
deal of oppression in some cases, and he thought what 
he had said established that point. 





| Society. 





Mr. McCat.uM, resuming, took up the question of 
what would be the best remedy for putting down this 
state of affairs. He attended the annual meeting of the 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals a short 
time ago, and it seemed to him that if they had a repre. 
sentation of veterinary surgeons on the Board they would 
then be able to .aake their influence felt. He was not 
disguising the fact that this was merely the thin end of 
the wedge. He thought the thing would never be 
properly conducted until they had a qualified veterin- 
arian to act as secretary and chief inspector of the 
As long as the management of this Society 
was in the hands of laymen it would never be satis- 
factory. He was hopeful that good would come out of 
this discussion and that afterwards some resolution 
might be passed at that meeting by which their influence 
could be brought to bear on the Society, so that they 
would not make their cases virdictive and oppressive, 
but that they would deal equally with the rich and the 
poor when cases required prosecution, 

Mr. Jonn E. Grey said Mr. Peddie had done the 
subject justice. He seemed to have a practical know- 
ledge of everything in connection with cruelty matters, 
The definition of “cruelty to animals” was rather a 
difficult thing to get at. It was a very wide subject, and 
would leave a lot to each individual to form his own 
opinion on. Why were the relations between the Society 
and the veterinary profession strained? From the in- 
ception of the Society his firm had acted as veterinarians 
to the Society. His father had 26 years connection with 
the Society, and he himself had 24. From the year 1878 
till the year 1882 he did as much work for the Society 1s 
his father did for his whole 26 years. When he took up 
his father’s work they were just beginning to spread their 
wings. They were very active, and he had a very active 
and busy time. Matters became so unsatisfactory that 
in 1883 he went to the chairman and tendered his resig- 
nation. He was disgusted with the way things went on. 
His certificates that he sent to this Chartered Accountant 
were haggled, the Chief Inspector then was not an ex- 
railway contractor’s clerk but drove a ’bus to Lasswade 
for many years, and knew a horse perfectly. He was 
sent down to him with his certificates haggled. He went 
to the Chairman, the late Mr. Josiah Livingstone, and 
said he was not going to have anything more to do with 
the thing, as it was prosecutions they were perpetually 
after. The Chief Inspector and he had to stop this 
Chartered"Accountant from getting his way. The con- 
sequence was that the Chairman said “ No, no, your 
father had to do with it ever since I have had to do with 
it, and I beg of you to remain in your post.” The large 
honorary fee of five guineas which he received was 
doubled. One year it worked out at 74d. for each horse 
he examined. It was a legacy he would better not have 
seen. Their methods would never be good until the 
Society was properly managed, and a Chartered Ac- 
countant and an ex-railway contractor’s clerk were _ 
the people to manage such a Society. If anybody wante 
to run a veterinary yard they ran it with a vaeneey 
surgeon. If anybody wanted to run a tailor’s shop t 
did not put in a baker. They would never. res oy 
a ship with a veterinary surgeon ; and a Society for b 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals should be manage By 
people who know something about animals. They wo 5 
never stop the strained relations with this Society 7 ; 
they had scmebody at the helm who was guing to ooat 
the ship in the proper way. He could corroborate 
Mr. McCallum had said about the oppression of aoe “ 
There was no doubt it was the poor they we - le 
because they knew that if they prosecuted rich Mi - 
they would get up a defence and the Society WOU | 
their case. They must get something for ag sa . 
The salary of the Secretary had gone up by = oa 
bounds. He stood it till he could stand it no longer, He 
in 1896 they parted company, and he was not sorry. 
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remembered one case in which a horse had been taken 
out of a Forth Bridge four-in-hand, and put into an 
advertising lorry to go along Princes Street. It was a 
very hot day, and the horse was wobbling a little. He 
was a little thirsty and could have been doing with a 
drink. A lady had seen him a little bit tottery, and she 
got an officer, and the consequence was that the horse was 
brought to his place in Rose Street. He looked at the 
horse and said, “ He is thirsty, give him a drink of 
water,” and after three minutes repose became all right, 
and the consequence was that he granted a certificate 
that he could see nothing wrong with the animal. Un- 
fortunately for himself a fortnight afterwards he tuok 
influenza, and on the first day he was out of bed a man 
came to see him very particularly. He said, “ You ex- 
amined a horse of mine. I have gota summons. What 
am I going to do?’ He ( Mr. Grey) replied “ That is 
most peculiar. Go up and plead ‘ Not guilty.” The 
case came on, and it was going pretty badly. The man 
was asked if he had any evidence, and he said he had 
Mr. Grey asa witness but he was down with influenza. 
His certiticate had been suppressed. That indicated to 
what extent they were anxious for prosecutions. They 
so disgusted him that he thought the sooner he got done 
with them the better. If aman wanted to make him- 
self unpopular, let him become a veterinary surgeon for 
this Society. 

Mr. RUTHERFORD said it was rather a startling state- 
ment that Mr. Grey should have been acting as the 
Society’s sole veterinary surgeon for so many years in 
face of the fact that there was a law for the rich, and 
another for the poor. 

Mr. GREY said that when he was acting for the Society 
they were very keen for prosecutions, and he was very 
much against prosecutions. He told them that prosecu- 
tions were not the thing to do the Society the good that 
they wanted todo. It was a Society to prevent cruelty, 
not to prosecute, and as long as he was connected with 
the concern he made it a point to give as far as possible 
the benefit of the doubt to the accused, and he dare say 
that was one of the reasons why he got into disrepute. 
His certificates were going more the one way than the 
other, and it did not suit their purpose. 

Professor TayLtor thought the more publicity was 
given to such a paper as Mr. Peddie’s the better for 
everybody concerned. He had appeared both for the 
Society and against them. His great objection was that 
his evidence in court was not taken at what he thought 
was the true value. He was a modest man, but when he 
said a thing he did not like it to be disputed by every 
Tom, Dick and Harry in the Court, and he thought his 
evidence should be of equal weight with theirs. He 
wished the Society every forwarding, but really its 
methods had not been to his liking. He endorsed what 
Mr. Rutherford had said about the Procurator Fiscal in 
Edinburgh. He knew two or three cases in which the 
Procurator Fiscal had not prosecuted because he thought 
It Was not a strong enough case. 

Mr. Peppre in replying to the discussion thanked them 
for the kind way in which they had received his efforts. 

le was very glad to think when Mr. Cameron got on 
his feet that his paper had interested him to a certain 
extent. He quite understood that Mr. Cameron prac 
uising in a country place would not have cases so often 


knew, of course, that was Mr. Rutherford’s opinion, but 
he had seen so many cases now—and several gentlemen 
had spoken in the same way—that he thought on the 
contrary they did prosecute the poor man, and oppressed 
him in very many ways. With regard to what consti- 
tuted cruelty, it was a very difficult thing to define what 
constituted cruelty in every given case. It came to bea 
question, after examining the lesion, as to whether that 
lesion would give rise to such an amount of pain as 
would constitute cruelty. Therefore every case must be 
decided on its own merits ; it was very difficult to lay 
down a hard and fast rule. He quite agreed with Mr. 
Rutherford in regard to overloading. He had seen many 
cases where horses had been tortured by overloading 

Principal Dewar brought forward a point of great im- 
portance in connection with the prosecution of the 
poor man. Principal Dewar said that many a poor 
man who was charged with cruelty went to Court and 
pleaded guilty simply to save himself expense, although 
he thoroughly believed himself not guilty. He could 
cite very many cases where that had occurred. That 
was undoubtedly oppression of the poor man. He 
could give them a concrete example. On the 18th of 
March, a coalman in Dundee in a small way was 
challenged for his horse going lame in the near fore 
leg. All that was really wrong was that its action in 
front was a little imperfect, due to a contraction of 
the tendons. The horse was brought to his place to be 
examined on the 8th of January, on the 4th of February 
and again on the 18th of March after it was chal- 
lenged. On all these occasions he told the coalman to 
continue working the horse. I[t was in the pink of con- 
dition. When it was brought to him on the 18th March 
he told the man “This horse is showing a slight imper- 
fection in its gait. There is a little contraction of the 
back tendons, and you can put your horse intwu the stable 
for a few days, although it is nut necessary.” The man 

did that. The horse was examined on behalf of the 
Society by a veterinary surgeon not practising in the 
town where the horse was working, but twelve miles 
away. They said nothing about a prosecution until the 

| 6th of April, when the man received a summons which 

was returnable four days later. The case came on on 

the 10th April, and they had evidence to show that this 
horse was suffering from acute pain and an inflammatory 
condition of the leg, and also an intlammatory condition 

of the feet. It had feet on it like walls, and its feet were 

as cool as cucumbers, and he defied any man to say 

there was anything the least wrong with its feet. He 

appeared in that case, and the Sheriff found the accused 

not guilty. But the point was that that man was 

saddled with the expense of employing an agent, his son 

and himself had to appear in Court on one of their 

busiest days, and he had also to pay for the veterinary 

surgeon. That was undue oppression. 

| With regard to exaggeration of witnesses, Principal 

| Dewar thought that in some cases there was exaggera- 

| tion by certain witnesses who were either acting for the 

| prosecution or the defence as the case might be. It was 

| Just possible that the condition they had been speaking 

|about—the oppression of the poor man—might cause 

/some veterinary surgeons when giving evidence for the 

| defence to speak with a considerable degree of feeling, 

| and they might be tempted under these conditions to 








as those practising in some of the larger provincial towns | enlarge their case, and that might account for the dis- 


ut he hoped he had heard something that would, at all | crepancy in some of the opinions given. 


With regard 


events, enlarge his ideas with regard to cruelty prosecu- | to the position of the Procurator Fiscal it might be that 
tions. I[t was agreed at last meeting that reporters | they had a very fair Prosecutor in Edinburgh, but he 
should be excluded, and he thought that was quite a | must say from his own experience in Dundee and other 


right course to follow. It was quite within their pro- 
vince yet to call a general meeting and express their 
views as a body, and let the Society defend anything 


towns round about that he had been always impressed 


by the manner in which the Prosecutor so strongly 
pleaded for a conviction, even after he had heard 


that they said with regard to their methods. Mr. Ruther- | very strong evidence led for the defenders showing 


ord seemed to think that the Society rather tried to | 


‘discountenance the prosecution of the poor man. He 


that there was no cruelty, With regard to the cases 
cited by Mr. McCallum—and they had all had similar 
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experience—these went to show that the Society seemed | 
to want prosecutions, and that was borne out very 
fully by Mr. Grey, a gentleman whose criticism of the 
mil should have the greatest weight, pry | that he 
ad acted for 24 years for the Society, and his father 
for 26 years. Why did Mr. Gray sever his connec- 
tion with the Society? He told them plainly that 
it was because of the tactics and methods adopted by 
the Society that he could no longer endure it, and 
therefore he felt it his duty out of respect for himself 
that he should sever his connection with the Society. 
He (Mr. Peddie) held that was exactly the position in 
the present day. The methods adopted by the Society 
were so utterly wrong that veterinary surgeons felt they 
could not support the Society. A point raised by Mr. 
McCallum was that the Society would never be right | 
until there was on its directorate one or more veteri- | 
nary surgeons. He thought that was one of the most | 
excellent statements that had been made that day. 

Mr. McCaLtuvo said that he appeared at the Society’s 
annual meeting and related some cases to justify what | 
he had stated with regard to prosecutions of the ric | 
and the poor, and on that occasion he nominated two | 
brother members of the profession to act as directors 
of the Society, but they were ignored, and he was, 
told that the proper place for them was in the veteri- 
nary yard and not in the Society. 

Mr. PEDDIE said he quite agreed with Mr. McCallum 
and if there were one or two members of the profession 
on the directorate of the Society they would never hear 
so much about these absurd prosecutions. He thought 
he had submitted his opinions as fairly as possible in | 
his paper, and the question came to be, Would it be 
desirable on the part of the Scottish Metropolitan 
Veterinary Medical Society to call a meeting and 
invite those interested in the conduct of the S.S.P.C.A. 
to be present? At that meeting they could state the 

rievances which they asa body of professicnal men felt 
In connection with the methods adopted by the Society, 
and where and how they thought the Society could do 
greater good if they would amend their methods of 
procedure. 


It was agreed to get Mr. Peddie’s paper printed in the 
veterinary journals, and to circulate copies among the 
other veterinary societies. 

Prof. Dunstan kindly consented to represent the 
Society at the forthcoming Congress at Liverpool, one 
guinea being contributed. 





JoHN AITKEN, Hon. See. 











THE DOCKING OF HORSES. 
PROSECUTION IN DERBYSHIRE. 


A case of considerable importance to the veterinary 
rofession, and to farmers and breeders of horses, was 

teem at the Wirksworth (Derbyshire) Petty Sessions on 
April 21st, when George Beard, labourer, of Carsington, 
was summoned by the R.S,P.C.A. for “cruelly treating 
and abusing” a horse ; and John Mellor, farmer, of the 
same place was summoned for causing the animal to be 
so ill-treated. 

Inspector Arthur George Watkins, R.S.P.C.A., con- 
ducted the prosecution, and Mr. W. Sealy Fisher, solici- 
tor, appeared for Beard. The other defendant conducted 
his own case. 

Beard pleaded guilty to having docked the horse, but 
denied intentional cruelty, while Mellor admitted having 
permitted the operation. 

Inspector Watkins deposed that in consequence of 
information received he went, in company with Mr. 
Duckworth, veterinary surgeon, of Ashbourne, to Car- 
sington on the 13th of March, where, at Whitehouses, 








he saw the defendant Beard and told him it had been. 
reported that he had docked 4 horse belonging to Mellor 
in such an unskilful and cruel manner that lockjaw had 
supervened. Beard said that Mellor had asked him to 
do it,and he had docked it in the usual way by putting 
a piece of string round the tail, tying it tightly and then 
cutting the tail. Witness said “ Did you do anything 
else?” and Beard said “I put some ointment on it, but 
{ never heard any more about the horse.” Witness said 
“What are you by occupation?” and the reply was “a 
labourer.” Witness then went to the Miner’s Arms 
where he saw a brown gelding about three years old. It 
stood “all of a heap” with its legs drawn together. 
There was a horny appearance about the eyes, and 
matter was exuding from its tail around which, about 
three inches from the end, a ligature had been placed 
and allowed to remain. The flesh had sloughed off 
leaving the bone exposed. Witness pointed out that 
the tail had not been severed ata joint but through the 
bone. The tail was in a shocking condition, and it was 
plain that the operation had ween most cruelly and 
unskilfully performed. Mellor said Beard had assured 
him that there would be no danger. The horse got 
worse and Mr. Duckworth was sent for. Mellor said his 
reason for having the animal ducked was that it carried 


| its tail on one side and looked unsightly. Witness was 


shown the instrument with which the operation had 
been performed. It was a blunt, dirty knife. As 
tetanus was developing rapidly the horse was shot. 

In cross-examination the Inspector said he knew that 
docking was pretty general in the country, but it was 
not legal. Pressed on this point he said he could not 
quote a case in proof of his assertion, but he was sure 
of the fact. Where it was done by a properly qualified 
man, and with as little pain as possible the Society did 
not as a rule take action. 

Mr. T. L. Duckworth, M.R.C.V.S, of Ashbourne, said 
he had examined the horse. A ligature had been placed 
about three inches from the point of docking and the 
flesh slipped off like a piece of india-rubber leaving the 
bone bare, The knife with which the docking was done 
was dirty and had hair and bloodstains on it. The 
operation was most clumsily performed, the bone having 
been cut through, and the animal must have suffered 
intense pain. 

Mr. Duckworth, in reply to the Bench, explained how 
the operation should have been performed, either by 
the tourniquet, severance at the joint and searing, or by 
a compress and the placing of the hair over the part. 
An artificial scab formed, and when this peeled 0 
naturally the operation was completed and _ the horse 
would be as well as ever. With antiseptic precautions 
the animal could be put to work again very soon, and the 
pain was practically infinitesimal. ; 

Answering other questions, Mr. Duckworth said he 
had heard of Beards performances in the district, and 
had reason to believe that this was not the first case 0 
lockjaw following the defendant’s conduct. 

In cross-examination the defendant said the instra- 
ment was an old two-bandled one such as had probably 
been used years ago, but it was different to that = 

loyed in modern practice. lt might be possible for 
ockjaw to occur in any case, but with the operation 
scientifically done it was most unlikely. He bad carrie 
out as many as two or three hundred operations 10 * 
year and had never yet had a case of lockjaw. 

Mr, Fisher then addressed the Bench for the defence 
before calling witnesses. He argued that Beard . 
performed the operation to the best of his yp oe 
that it had not been proved that the death of pect mye 
was directly due to his act or that he had been guilty 
cruelty intentionally. — 

Mr. Mellor was called and stated that the aes ad 
not removed because the tail continued to bleed, # 
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a piece of wrapping was afterwards applied with the 
object of stopping the bleeding. Beard made no stated 
charge, but witness gave him Is. 6d. 

Beard also elected to give evidence, and said he had 
docked horses during the last 20 years for farmers and 
others. He told Mellor to remove the string the next 
morning. The tail was not cut at the joint always as 
the joint was in some cases difficult to get at. 

Cross-examined, Beard said he had seen his mode 
adopted by others and sometimes by veterinary surgeons, 
but questioned on this point he was unable to give par- 
ticulars further than that a Mr. Kenyon of Ashbourne 
had doneit. He (defendant) had no special training or 
instruction from a qualified man. All he knew about 
docking was what he bad “ picked up.” - It was not his 
habit to visit a horse after he had docked it. 

Inspector Watkins ; Then you simply chop the tail 
_ go away. Is that it?—I tell the owner what 
to do. 

Why could you not find the joint /—I did find it, but 
the tail slipped. 

Mr. William Knowles and Mr. G. W. Slater, farmers, ex- 
pressed their confidence in Beard’s skill, but admitted 
in cross-examination that if the condition of the horse 
was as stated, they would consider that the operation 
had been very badly performed. 

The magistrates retired to consider their decision, 
and on returning into court after 20 minutes absence, 
the Chairman (H. W. Walthall, Esq.) said: We are of 
opinion that this operation was characterised by gross 
ignorance and gross and unnecessary cruelty. Beard 
will have to pay a fine of £2 and costs, and Mellor 10s. 
and costs. 

The hearing was followed with interest by a large 
number of farmers and others interested in the case. 








ANTHRAX CASE IN LONDON. 
NomINAL PENALTY IMPOSED. 


At the Clerkenwell Police Court on Wednesday, April 
29th, Mr. William Reid, the well-known member of the 
Trade, of 160 Central Meat Market, appeared in answer 
toa series of no less than five summonses in connection 
with an animal which died of anthrax in the Metropoli- 
tan Cattle Market on January 12th. 

Mr. Elliott appeared on behalf of the London County 
Council ; whilst Mr. Freeman Barrett, instructed by Mr. 
Ricketts, was for the defence. 

The Magistrate (Mr. D’Eyncourt) remarked that ap- 
parently the case would take some time. 

Mr. Elliott replied that he had agreed with Mr. 

arrett upon a course of action which would be the 
means of saving the Court a considerable amount of 
time. Five summonses had been taken out at the in- 
stance of the London County Council under the Diseases 
“ Animals Act of 1894 and the Anthrax order of 1899. 
One of the summonses was under a clause of the Board 
of Agriculture, and technically known as the Anthrax 

rder, which laid down that every person having, or 
aving had, in his possession or under his charge an 
animal suspected to be suffering from anthrax should 
give notice of the fact to a constable of the police force. 
le, by arrangement with Mr. Barrett, should content 
imself with letting the case rest on this summons and 
Withdrawing the other four. 
t. Barrett : I am prepared to admit that a technical 
oltence was committed. 
e Magistrate : That no notice was given ? 
t. Barrett: Yes, 


t. Elliott proceeded to quote the clauses of the 


Ord Mr. Reid was a 


er and then to explain the case. 


meat salesman in a large way of business. It appeared 
that he was in the possession on January 12th of 35 
head of cattle. Sixteen of these animals were purchased 
from Mr. Goodale. In the early morning of January 
13th, at 7.40, a man named John Everett, a servant of 
the Corporation, found an ox occupying a lair with five 
other animals. The ox was dead, and had been so ap- 
parently for some hours. Everett, rather iolesianetely 
apparently, cut the animal’s throat. This was a process 
which was of the most dangerous possible description 
in the case of an animal which had suffered from 
anthrax, because the blood was full of bacilli, and 
wherever the blood ran, in the lair or anywhere else, it 
spread disease in a most serious way. He (Everett) 
arranged with Mr. Dunn, apparently Mr. Reid’s slaugh- 
terman, to take the carcase to the slaughterhouse, and 
this action, of course, was a source tending to the spread 
of the disease. The animal was then dressed in the 
usual way for human food, the viscera being put on 
one side for inspection by Mr. King, the Veterinary In- 
spector of the City Corporation and the London County 
Council. Mr. King inspected the viscera ; and a casual 
inspection led him to suspect this was a case of anthrax. 
Accordingly it was submitted to Professor M’Fadyean, 
who pronounced it to be an undoubted case of anthrax. 
This being so the London County Council was quite 
justified in taking these proceedings. In the first place 
there was the cutting of the animal’s throat and allow- 
ing the blood to flow—itself a most dangerous proceed- 
ing. Then the hide of the animal was sent to the Lon- 
don Butchers’ Hide & Skin Co., and, but for the prompt 
action of Mr. King, this might have led to a most serious 
result. The hide of a diseased animal in itself was 

most dangerovs. The animal was also dressed ready 
for buman food, and but for the intervention In- 
spector would have been undoubtedly sent to market 

in the ordinary manner and sold for human food. 

He mentioned these things not because he wished 

to suggest that the defendant himself was person- 

ally alive to, or acquainted with, these facts, but 








| 
guilty, and I will not trouble you with the other four. | 


to prove the justification on the part of the County 
Council in taking these proceedings. Of course, the 
defendant was undoubtedly liable for not notifying the 
case, but he (counsel) was willing to accept the view that 
morally the defendant, not having personal knowledge 
of the circumstances, was not responsible for the condi- 
tion of affairs. The Council desired to bring these pro- 
ceedings home to traders generally, and their servants, 
in order that in future they would exercise the greatest 
care in the matter. Masters must give such orders to 
their servants as would provide that if an animal died 
suddenly without any apparent reason, the body should 
at once be isolated and there should be no attempt to 
deal with the carcase, and, so far as possible, take all 
precautions to prevent the spread of the disease. He 
did not wish to press home the case in the sense of ask- 
ing for a heavy penalty, though the defendant was liable 
to a fine of £20, and in cases of this kind the employers 
were presumed to have knowledge of the animals being 
diseased. He thought the publication of these pro- 
ceedings would have salutary effect and prove a warn- 
ing to others to exercise the greatest care. 

Mr. Barrett remarked that anthrax was very seldom 
seen, and traders never suspected it when a case did 
occur. Such was the case here. He agreed to the 
course of pleading guilty to a technical offence because 
Mr. Elliott had agreed to withdraw the other four sum- 


| monses, and that Mr. Elliott would be content with a 


nominal penalty. He was at a loss to understand why, 


in view of four of the summonses having been with- 
drawn, his friend, Mr. Elliott, had felt it necessary to 


Mr. Elliott: On that summons the defendant pleads | refer to all the details about anthrax, and saying how 
terrible it was and how it could be spread. 


The Magistrate (smiling): He wanted to point out 


what might have happened. 
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Mr. Barrett: Yes; but my friend has, I think, been 
pushing his case rather too far. 

The Magistrate : I thought he went into details for 
the general knowledge of the Court. 

Continuing, Mr. Barrett mentioned that Mr. Reid was 
a gentleman in an extensive way of business. On 
January 12th these animals were exposed in the Market 
for sale, and in a short time he bought 169 bullocks. 
Sixteen or seventeen belonged to a Mr. Goudale, a large 
cattle dealer in Lincolnshire. The bullocks came from 
the country and had not been in town verf long. Mr. 
Reid walked round to see them before he left in the 
evening, and Mr. King, an experienced veterinary sur- 
geon, had also inspected the animals in the course of his 
duties as an officer of the City Corporation. Although 
possessed of expert knowledge, Mr. King did not trace 
anthrax. The bullocks were, to all appearances, all 
perfectly well. Mr. Reid paid £21 17s. 6d. for each 
animal, and this was the full price, and at the time of 
purchase Mr. Reid had not the remotest idea that 
there was anything wrong. He turned the animals 
over to his drover, who took them into the Corpora- 
tion lairs, which were in charge of the Corporation and 
not by the defendant. Ball, the drover, left the ani- 
mals in charge of Everett, the servant of the Corpora- 
tion. Mr. Reid never went near the bullocks at all in 
the lair, and his only servant, Ball, had left. The Cor- 
poration servant on the following morning discovered 
one of the animals dead. This man, Everett, he supposed 
on behalf of the Corporation, iastructed a slaughter- 
man, not in Mr. Reid’s service, to remove the bullock to 
the slaughterhouse, and Everett then directed it should 
be dressed. Shortly afterwards the Superintendent 
went into the slaughterhouse and saw the carcase, which 
he examined, and saw that it was not fit for human con- 
sumption. He said nothing about anthrax, ordering 
that the carcase should be kept there until Mr. King 
came to examine it. Shortly afterwards Mr. Hill, the 
junior Inspector, saw the carcase and examined the 
viscera. Meanwhile the hide had been thrown outside 
amongst others, and was removed. Every morning a 
man came from the Skin Market to collect the hides 
from Mr. Reid and others. There were seventeen hides 
outside, and, of course, no one at that time suspected 
anthrax. The hides were therefore allowed to be taken 
away in the ordinary course of business. Mr. King 
arrived on the scene, and immediately he saw the car- 
case he suspected it had died of anthrax and adopted 
the wise course of going to Mr. Reid and telling him that 
he suspected that it was a case of anthrax. Mr. King 
said he was not sure, but would make a microscopical 
examination. Mr. Reid told Mr. King that he could 
not help it, and that he had bought the animal for 
£21 17s. 6d., and asked what Mr. King proposed to do. 
In short, Mr. Reid placed himself entirely in the hands 
of Mr. King. The only point which remained in the 
case was under Article I. of the Anthrax Order, as to 
giving notice to the police upon the discovery of a case 
of anthrax. On this matter, the first information Mr. 
Reid had of a case of anthrax came from Mr. King. 
The technical offence which had been committed was 
that Mr. Reid did not afterwards say to Mr. King, “I 
formally give you notice I have a case of anthrax.” As 
Mr. King informed Mr. Reid, Mr. Reid did not conceive 
that any useful purpose would be served by informing 
the police, who, in their turn, would have to inform Mr. 
King! The utmost against him was the technical error 
in not telling Mr. King what Mr. King had just told 
him ; and even at that moment Mr. King did not know 
for certain that the case was really one of anthrax, He 
respectfully submitted that the smallest possible fine 
would answer in this case. His Worship knew some- 
thing of animal diseases. This particular animal was 
bought in the morning after Mr. King had seen it. Mr. 
King examined it in the evening, hours after the pur- 














chase, and then failed to detect any sign of disease. 
Therefore it was not surprising that his client, who 
was not a veterinary surgeon, should have failed to 
discover what an expert was unable to discover, 

The Magistrate: You say the men who cut the ani- 
mal’s throat and had it dressed were not your servants ?’ 

Mr. Barrett: No. They were the servants of the 
Corporation. 

The Magistrate : Is it usual to have animals dressed 
if they are found dead ? 

Mr. Barrett: Yes, it is the universal practice ; but 
the animals are not necessarily dressed for human con- 
sumption. The carcases are submitted to the inspectors, 
In fact, every carcase is inspected before it leaves the 
market. . 

The Magistrate: If a man benetits by such acts per- 
formed by others and not directly by himself, he is to 
blame. 

Mr. Barrett : There are regulations issued by the Cor- 
poration. 

“ The Magistrate : Of course, the Corporation may be to 
ame. 

Addressing Mr. Elliott, the Magistrate said: Do you 
ask for costs ? 

Mr. Elliott : If a nominal fine is inflicted I shall be 
satisfied with nominal costs. All the Council feels is 
that having regard to what might happen that gentle- 
men in Mr. Reid’s position should arrange that their 
men should have animals isolated when they die so that 
sas ys can be made. 

n summing up the Magistrate said the facts of the 
case had been carefully set out by counsel on botk sides. 
There did not seem to be any moral blame attaching to 
defendant except in so far that he seemed to get the 
benefit of the extremely vicious and dangerous system 
of the Corporation ; but as he had pleaded guilty, he was 
bound to inflict a penalty for not having given notice to 
the authorities. This was the crux of the whole thing. 
Notice should be given directly an animal was found 
dead, not when it was dressed. Under the circum: 
stances he should make a fine for failing to give notice 
of 203., with 2s. costs.—TZhe Meat Trades Journal. 








ALLEGED SHEEP SCAB CASE AT WITNEY. 


At Witney Petty Sessions, before Rev. R. L. Baker 
(in the chair), C. D. Batt, G. H. Dawkins, and J. Bryan, 
Esqrs., William Clack, farmer, of Minster Lovell, was 
summoned by Supt. Hawtin for unlawfully exposing In 
Witney market, on the 26th ult., 34 sheep, the same be- 
ing then and there suffering from sheep scab, contrary 
to the C.D. Act, 1894, and the Board of Agriculture 
Order thereunder, dated 13th September, 1898. Mr W. 
H. Fisher appeared for the defence and pleaded not 
guilty. There was a large attendance of farmers, and 
the case, which occupied two hours, was watched with 
considerable interest. 

P.S. Gooding said about 1.30 on the 26th ult., he was 
on duty in the Witney Market Place, when his attention 
was called to some sheep which were penned in front 0 
Mr. Barrell’s shop. He went and examined them, and 
from the symptoms he saw he came to the conclusion 
that they had sheep scab. He at once reported the mat- 
ter to Supt. Hawtin, who directed him to call in 4 
veterinary surgeon, Mr. Simpson, which he did. He 
was present when Mr. Simpson examined the sheep.— 
By Supt. Hawtin: The disease was plainly visible to 
anyone, in the sheep in the two first pens. He did not 
see Mr. Clack, but saw his shepherd, who said the sheep 
were all right when they left home. He had seen five ° 
six cases of sheep scab before this, the last being ~—_ 
two years ago. He saw Mr. Hughes, of W oodstock, 
another veterinary surgeon, who alsoexamined the sheep, 
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but did not hear him express any opinion. By Mr. 
Fisher : Witness had been a member of the police force 
about twelve years ; he had not had any experience in 
agriculture. ; Pst ; 

Albert Simpson, veterinary surgeon, of Witney, said 
in his opinion from six to eight of the sheep which he 
examined were suffering from scab. The disease was so 
well developed that he could see it without the aid of a 
microscope, and there was no doubt in his mind as to 
the nature of the disease. It was about twelve months 
since he saw a case of sheep scab. On the following 
day he examined the sheep at Mr. Clack’s farm, and 
found no disease among any of the sheep there. It 
would take from seven to ten days to develop the disease, 
but this would depend on the weather. He would not 
expect to find the whole flock affected at one and the 
same time unless they had been together. 

Cross-examined: He had been a member of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons since 1867. They 
had not had much sheep scab in this district. Sheep 
scab was parasitic and was contagious, and these sheep 
must therefore have contracted the disease from other 
sheep suffering from it, possibly from other sheep pass- 
ing on the road. The scab would have been on the 
sheep a very short time, as the symptoms were not at 
allsevere, though it was manifest to the eye of anyone 
without the aid of a microscope. He did not examine 
any of the wool ; he examined the skin. They could not 
see the acarus without the aid of a microscope, but they 
could see its effect in the skin, which he did. The skin 
would not be injured. The defendant was a very old 
friend of his, and he would not have appeared against 
him could he have helped it, and he was sorry to see 
him there. He considered it was quite possible for a 
veterinary surgeon to pick out from a flock of 80 sheep 
the whole of the affected sheep by the aid of the naked 
eye, and Jeave the rest of the flock quite harraless and 
sound. He could not say how long the disease had been 
in existence in this flock ; he should say from a fortnight 
to three weeks. In spite of the clause read by Mr. 
Fisher from a Board of Agriculture pamphlet, emphasis- 
ing the importance of a microscopical examination, wit- 
ness adhered to his statement as to the result of his 
examination with the naked eye. There were six or 
seven sheep affected, but he could not detect anything 
wrong with the remainder. 

Thomas David Hughes, veterinary surgeon, of Wood- 
stock, also deposed to having carefully examined the 
sheep in question, and finding six or seven of them 
affected by a parasitic disease known as scab. It was 
so well developed in some of them that it could be de- 
tected by anyone who had seen sheep scab. One of the 
tegs was very much worse than the others. There were 
halfa-dozen patches on the back as large as a five- 
shillmg piece. He did not use a microscope, as he 
could detect the disease without it. The disease might 

ave been contracted by the sheep rubbing against a 
gate or hurdle where other sheep had been. In warm 
weather the disease would show itself much quicker. It 
might be months before the disease showed itself in the 
other sheep ; it might be dormant for some time, or the 
other sheep may not have contracted it. He could re- 
call a case in which it lay dormant for three months. He 

no doubt as to the disease being in some of the 
Sheep, or he should not have told him he could not pass 
them.—By the Bench : There was no other disease that 
would produce large patches such as were visible in this 
ety Mr. Fisher : It was more than probable that 
' € other sheep would take the disease, and more likely 
at the tegs would take it than the lambs. : 

Supt. Hawtin deposed to having seen the sheep which 

hime suffering from scab so far as his judgment served 


Mr. Richard Gundry Neave, chemist, of Witney, de- 


to having examined with a powerful microscope 


portions of wool taken from some of the worst of the 
| sheep shown him as beinga portion of those detained by 
| the police, but found no trace of acari, 

This was the case for the prosecution. 

Mr. Fisher addressed the Bench at length for the de- 
fence. He said he should call expert evidence to show 
that these sheep were not suffering from scab. Rightly 
or wrongly, Mr Clack had not had his sheep dipped for 
a year or two, and they consequently had ticks, but they 
had not sheep scab. 

The defendant, William Clack, was called, and deposed 
that he had lived at Starvehill Farm for 26 years. It 
was more than a year since any strange or foreign sheep 
were brought or his farm. It was true he had not had 
his sheep dipped this year or the year before. His shep- 
herd and himself on the day named picked 34 sheep out 
of the flock and brought them to Witney market to sell. 
The sheep, which Mr. Pettifer had since examined, were 
part of the same flock, and as far as he knew there was 
no difference in them. By Mr. Bryan: He took out the 
32 from the 88 as being the most fit for the butcher. 

Walter Walton, who said he had had 36 years exper- 
ience as skin-buyer to Messrs. Lucas and Harrison, of 
Oxford, deposed that on the 20th ult. he bought 75 
sheep skins and examined the skins. There were no 
symptoms in the skins such as they would expect to find 
from sheep which had suffered from scab, but there were 
five skins which were damaged from old maggots of the 
previcus season. 

Cross-examined : The wool would be damaged to a 
very slight extent ; it would be the skin that would be 
damaged. 

By Mr. Fisher: He would say this was not scab. 

James Townsend, the defendant’s shepherd, who was 
next called, corroborated Mr. Clack as to the sheep 
driven to Witney having been taken from the flock, the 
remainder of which Mr. Pettifer had since seen.—By 
Mr. Bryan : Thesheep suffered terribly last season from 
ticks, and he rubbed in some mercury, which fcrmed a 
scab on the skin.—By Supt. Hawtin: He had been a 
shepherd over 30 years, but had never seen a case of scab. 
The state of these sheep was what it had been with their 
sheep every year about this time. 

Tom V. Pettifer said he wasa Fellow of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons, and lived at Tetbury, in 
Gloucestershire. He and his father had for many years 
devoted their special attention to the treatment and cure 
of sheep scab. On the 20th March he went to defen- 
dant’s farm and examined a flock of 55 tegs, but found 
no symptoms whatever of acaris. Had the scab been 
present in any of the sheep which had formed part of the 
flock before being moved to Witney it must have been 
discovered somewhere amongst those lett behind. The 
wool now produced he had taken from the sheep that 
morning ; it was a dirty sample, and the worst he could 
get, but there were no symptoms of acari in it, although 
he found plenty of lice at diie—ie the Bench: Lice 
had often been mistaken for scab in sheep, and would 
cause such patches as had been spoken of.—By Supt. 
Hawtin: He did not at any time see the 34 sheep on 
account of which defendant was summoned. He exam- 
ined the sheep at the farm by means of the microscope 
produced, and he never gave an opinion without making 
a microscopical examination. He thought it almost 
impossible for anyone, however expert, to detect symp- 
toms of sheep scab in an initial stage by the naked eye ; 
and before he gave an opinion he always took a sample 
home and made a further examination. 

Mr. Jagger, of Bicester, a member of the R.C.V.S., who 
examined the sheep on Mr. Clack’s farm with Mr. 
Pettifer, agreed that there were no signs whatever of 
acari of sheep scab in any of those sheep. 

This closed the case for the defence, and the Bench 
retired. After about five minutes’ absence they return- 





ed, and the Chairman thanked Mr. Fisher for the assis- 
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tance he had given them in his cross-examination. They | of the Army Veterinary Department is not satisfac. 


had very carefully considered the case, and were not : “er - 
satisfied that this was a case of sheep scab, therefore the ei ie he te _ rd dan fin the agita. 


case would be dismissed.—(Applause). He was very - os : 

glad for everybody’s sake that this was so, and he hoped| _ ! am strongly of opinion, if a favour able oppor- 
it would turn out that they were right in the conclusion | tunity presents itself, that it would be advisable 1 
to which they had come.— Oxford Times. be represented in the House of Commons. 

i the pe nee pledged itself far enough 
in the support of the Registered Shoeing Smith, 
To the Fellows and M embers of the Royal though it has done good work in sailing in Zz 

College of Veterinary Surgeons. improvement of shoeing, its support is in many cases 
calculated to give the Registered Shoeing Smith an 
exalted opinion of his position, especially in country 
districts. 

In conclusion, any proposal which will tend to the 
advancement of the profession will have my support, 
and as I have now ample time to attend the Council 
meetings I beg to ask for the honour of your vote.— 
I am, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

J. E. Sontven, M.R.C.V.S. 

Tadcaster, Yorkshire. 

May 12th. 











Gentlemen, 

As the nominee of the Yorkshire Veterinary Medi- 
cal Society I beg to ask your support at the forth- 
coming election of Council. 

I am, and have been, a country practitioner for the 
last 88 years, and know the many disadvantages and 
difficulties with which the country practitioner has 
to contend, and I think they should be more largely 
represented on the Council. 

If, on publication, the report of the Committee 
which has recently been sitting to consider the status 
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DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS 1894 & 1896. 
SumMary or Returns, Week EnpING May 9, 1903. 
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Norr.—The figures for the Current Year are approximate only. 
Board of Agriculture, May 12th, 1903. 








Fremine’s Text Book oF OPERATIVE VETERINARY 
NOTES ON BOOKS. | Surcery. Vol. I, 2nd Edition. Revised and Bais 
A Text Book or Operative VETERINARY Surcery.| by Professor James Macqueen, F.R.C.V.S., Rat 
By the late G. Fiemine, O.B., LL.D., F,R.C.V.S. + 285, illustrations 343, demy 8vo, 1903. P nc 
Vol. I. Edited by W. Gwen Williams: F'R.C.V.S.,| net. Published by Messrs. Baillitre, Tindall and Cos, 
Principal of the New Veterinary College, Edinburgh, 8 Henrietta Street, W.C. 


The last work of the late Dr. Fleming was left un-| The second edition of the late Dr. Fleming’ = 
finished at the time of his lamented death, but the | volume of Operative Veterinary Surgery, the 
publishers were fortunate enough to secure the services | edition of which was published nearly 20 years ago. 9% 
of Professor Owen Williams to complete it so that it | been revised and edited by Professor Macqueen. owe 
could be presented to the profession. It deals with| So far as the text goes it is reliable, but some < = 
special operations on organs and their appendages, which | illustrations copied from foreign sources are not so oo 
are lucidly and briefly described and well apes and distinct as the originals, and those depicting 10s 
The cryptorchid operations and ovariotomy of the mare | ments are too many. ; 
and mei will be eeventiinn and profitable reading for} Although the various methods of throwing _aNe 
practitioners to whom we recommend this book if they | fully described, those adopted in cattle and — P od 
wish to keep up-to-date in surgical knowledge. tice are only briefly and incompletely referred to. 
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my 

‘fessor Macqueen has, however. added three very im- 

nl illustrations of operation tables for dogs and | CORRESPONDENCE, 
cats used extensively in France. The various neurec- 

tomies are illustrated and lucidly described, and any 
practitioner who wants a guide to instruct him in the 
newer operations would do well to procure this work 
To the student it is indispensable. 


















CRUELTY To ANIMALS AND THE RELATION OF THE 
ETERINARY Proression Towarp THE Society ror 
. THE PREVENTION OF CRUELTY To ANIMALS. 

Sir, 


I have read with a considerable amount of interest a 
paper on the above subject from the pen of Mr. James 


_—— eee 


‘TRAITé DE THERAPEUTIQUE CHIRURGICALE Des Ant- 
MAUX DoMEsTIQUES (A Treatise on Practical Veter. 
inary Surgery.) By P. J, Cadiot, and J. Almy, 
Professors at the Veterinary School of Alfort. 


A second edition of this important work has just been 
completed and is composed of two large octavo volumes. 
containing 590 figures, the majority of which are drawn 
by G. Nicolet, the able Librarian of the School, to illus. 
trate the text. We may say without fear of contradiction 
that it is the best book on practical veterinary surgery in 
any language. To those who know French we strongly 
recommend them to procure it and digest its contents, 
Its price is only 28 francs, and may be obtained through 
any bookseller. Those who cannot read it in the original 
can obtain an American translation of the first edition 
which is appearing in parts, 

Our one regret is that it has not been translated into 
English by a British Veterinary Surgeon. 


the essayist to the members of the Scottish Matropoli- 
tan Veterinary Medical Association, and a report of 
which is issued jn your journal of to-day’s date, It is 
of course impossible in the few remarks that I have to 


forcibly that Mr. eddie, although most emphatic in = 
claring that he was not prejudiced against the Society, 

as shown in a most forcible and voluble manner that 
this is not correct. In my opinion the very nature and 
character of many of his remarks indicate the 


officers to grossly exaggerate and highly colour their 
evidence with the idea o ing i 
is is common knowledge to every veterinary surgeon 
who has been on these cases, and I have had some 25 
years experience both for and against the Society, and 
several of the Society’s 
officers, but there should be no difficulty in a V. . ZVI 
a local officer to understand his exact mode o 
ure when that individual is first located in the district 
in which he resides. I have not found them as a rule 
8s (of course there are exceptions), but 
ifa veterinary surgeon gave an officer clearly to under- 
Stand that when a horse was brought to him for exami- 
nation after being stopped that he would give an opinion 
without fear or favour, 1 believe that strained eeling 
between V.S. and officer, and hence antagonism to the 


found, as a rule, 
ntagonistic if the 
V.S. treats him fairly. Is it not due in many cases to 
the V.S. endeavouring to shield a client in what isa 
palpably unfit case for work, that causes the friction : 
another oyinion being sought and bitterness engendered. 
ave no hesitation in saying that this is 80, otherwise 
we should not have the very lamentable and greatly to 
be regretted fact which is go frequently okserye in 
vlice Court cases of veterinary surgeons On opposite 
sides expressing exactly contrary opinions, and in many 
cases where no such difference of opinion should exist. 
T always make a rule that if a horse is bro 








ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT, 


Extract from London Gazette : 
AR Orricr, Paty MALL, May 8, 
Vet.-Lieut. R. C. ‘ochrane js seconded f: 
under the Civil Administration of the Transva 
Article 77 (h) Royal Warrant, 1900, 
IMPERIAL Yeomanry.— Denbighshire (Hussars),—D, 
8. Davidson, gent., to he Veterinary - Lieutenant. 


hag Somerset.— Vet.-Captain G. H. Elder to be Vet.. 
Major, 


© service 
al, under 


The grant of the temporary rank of Veterinary Lieut. 
0 W. McKie, gent., late Veterinary-Lieutenant, Iinperial 
Yeomanry, whilst employed with the Remount Depart- 


Ment, which was notified in the Gazette cf Aug. 1, 1902, 
18 cancelled. 


teenies 





ee 


OBITUARY. 
Jonny Morton, M.R.C.V.S,, Brighton. 
Graduated, Lond., March, 1883 


Many people in Brighton will be very sorry to hear 
of the deat of Mr. John Morton, the well-known 


am very sorry, but | 
veterinary Surgeon, of Middle Street, who passed away 


cannot help you; the horse is undoubtedly unfit and if 
Y | you choose to work 4 horse in this condition you must 
at the Sussex County Hospital on Monday night, 11th put up with the consequence. He invariably acts upon 
inst. In April last the deceased was bitten by a cat, and your suggestion to have the horse treated, which is done, 
as a result of this blood-poisoning set in, On Friday | and if proceedings are taken the case will be undefend- 
» Was very ill, and with a view to his Jeft arm being ed in nine cases out of ten, the defendant pleads guilty, 
‘mputated he was removed to the Hospital. He Was, | justice is done, a salutory lesson taught, and a lesser 
owever, found to be in a too critical condition for an probability of cruelty being perpetrated in the future. 
Peration to be performed. Mr, Morton, who was only | This cuts both ways, for if on the other hand you express 
in his 43rd year, came to Brighton from Worcester when | a contrary opinion I have usually found that the officer 
duite a young man, as assistant to Mr. Mannington, is contented to accept your opinion and the horse 
veterinary Surgeon, and on the death of that gentleman allowed to work under a certificate. 
0 1887 he took over his business in Middle Street, and © not let it be understood that I agree altogether 
a Successfully carried it on ever since. He was a Cap-/ with some of the methods and procedures of the 
‘ain in the Ist Sussex Artillery Volunteers, The de- R.S.P.C.A. I have on many occasions appeared for the 
w and four young chil- | defence, and that only a few weeks since, when a veterj. 
> and deep gs mpathy will be felt for them in their 


i | Dary surgeon was coupled as a defendant for advising a 
~- loss. The uneral is to take place at the Brighton 


horse to be worked after having taken what he consider. 


Preston Cemetery on Saturday, leaving the resi- | eq ample 


Precaution to prevent pain by having layers of 
“ace of the deceased jin Middle Street at 12.30 p.m. — | felt adjusted to certain Parts of the harness to avoid 
New pressure or friction on a rapidly healing wound, Al. 
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though the owner was fined, the V.S. was acquitted, there 
being two V.S. for the prosecution and three for the 
defence. Now I fully believe that the V.S. in question 
would not have been coupled as a defendant had he not 
in previous years acted and spoken against the Society, 
causing a somewhat strained and bitter feeling. I did 
not agree, however, that a professional man in the exer- 
cise of his judgment for the good of his patient should 
be made answerable and arraigned as a defendant, and 
hence my reason for appearing for the defence. 

In conclusion, let us look to ourselves, and endeavour 
as professional men and lovers of animals to uphold and 


support the Society where we consistently can, and where | 


we cannot, boldly declare ourselves in no uncertain 
manner ; but I see no good to be derived by attacking 
in a wholesale manner under different headings a Society 


doing no doubt good work, especially when some of the | 


arguments advanced do not apply. Take No, 7 for in- 
stance, in which Mr. Peddie says “The slurs to which 
members of the veterinary profession have been subject- 


ed by the unjust criticisms of the Bench and the Public.” | 
Surely that is wide of the mark and has nothing to do | 


with the R.S.P.C.A. Let us have fair play. {[s it not 
rather due, as I have already said, to ourselves, and is 
not this so-called unjust criticism justly merited ? 

In conclusion let me illustrate my point. A case came 
off sometime since before a County Court judge for the 
recovery of a sum of money paid for a horse warranted 
sound, but which the plaintiff immediately afterwards 
was informed had side-bones by his veterinary when sub- 
mitted for examination. Hence the action for recovery 
of the money paid for the horse. I was the second 
veterinary surgeon for the plaintiff. There were two 
veterinaries for the defence. In summing up His 
Honour said ‘‘ In this case I have not to decide as to the 
existence ofa warranty or otherwise. That is admitted, 
being written on the receipt. But I have to decide 
whether or not this animal had side-bones, two veteri- 
nary surgeons declaring that it had and two veterinary 
surgeons affirming that it had not. J have therefore to 
decide which I believe are speaking the truth. I tind the 
horse had side-bones and give verdict for plaintiff with 
costs. Was not criticism, and that of an adverse charac- 
ter, courted ?—Faithfully yours, 

E. L. Drxson, M.R.C.V.S. 

The Grosvenor, Margate. 


QUERY. 
Sir, 

I should like to know if the gentleman who signs 
himself “ Vet.” and writes veterinary articles for the 
agricultural journal entitled Farmer and Stockbreeder, 
isa member of the Royal College of Veterinary Sur- 
geons, and if so have the Registration Committee any 
power to prevent him giving veterinary prescriptions to 
the public such as the one given in the enclosed cutting 
taken from the current issue of the above paper, as Iam 
of opinion that country practitioners have enough to do 
to make a livelihood withcut having to compete against 
members of the College distributing their knowledge 
and prescriptions broadcast in this manner.—Yours 
faithfully, 

“ CouNTRY PRACTITIONER.” 


REPLIES TO QUERIES. 


Swe.uines UNDER THE JAw.,—I have two heifers, two and 
a-half years old with swellings under the jaw. One gets 
better when tied up, but will eat nothing until turned out 
again to grass, when the swelling returns. I think she is 
in-calf, but loses flesh. The other eats, but does not thrive, 
and seems to have something like ulcers on her tongue and 
lips, and when she eats or chews the cud the saliva runs 
away. Any information as to the treatment of the above, 
also if you know of any cure or remedy for cancer on the 
jaw in its early stages, in your next issue, will oblige.— 
A. C. 


I should think your animals are the subjects of actinomy. 
cosis, which resembles cancer in certain situations, and 
produces ulcers on the tongue and mouth by first forming 
gritty nodules, which fester and break away. leaving the 
ragged sores you describe. The ‘cancer on the jaw” is 
most likely the same thing. It is caused by the entrance 
into the system of a ray fungus found on certain grains 
and flowers of grass. The remedy is large and continued 
doses of iodide of potassium. You had better buy a pound, 

| and give two drachms in water twice a day to each of them 
for three or four weeks. The ulcers on the tongue you 
might dress with tincture of iodine, painting them daily 
with a rather stiff small brush. You will most likely cure 
them if you follow out these instructions. N.B.—Potass. 
iodide is expensive, but well worth trying.—Ver. 


“_" REGISTRATION OF SHOEING SMITHS. 
ir, 

I have not thought it desirable to enter into a discus- 
sion on the above matter, partly because ths question is 
still under the consideration of the Council, partly be- 
cause your criticisms have been sufficiently met by inde- 
pendent practitioners apart from any action of mine. | 
should like, however, to thank those of your corres- 
pondents who have been so good as to write, and should 
be very greatly indebted to anyone desirous of prevent- 
ing working farriers posing as veterinary surgeons in 
petto, if he would communicate to me particulars of any 
cases which have come under his notice.— Yours faith- 


fully, 
Jno, A. W. Doar. 
56 New Bond Street, W. 


AN EXPLANATION. 
Dear Sir, 
My attention has just been called to a recent article 
headed “Too True” in your journal. As I am the un- 
' fortunate gentleman who made the blunder, I should 
| like to offer an explanation. I think, sir, that you will 





agree with me that it was about one of the last places— 
the commercial room in a small market town in Norfolk 
—that I should be likely to expect to meet the Editor of 
The Veterinary Record, and to be drawn into a conver 
sation with him. To the best of my recollection, n 
making comparison with Zhe Chemist and Druggist 
and British Medical Journal, I did not make use of 
quite such trenchant language as I am accused of, and 
now that I find The Record is a one man effort, | think 
| the praise and thanks of the profession is due to him, 
'and more especially as I find that the profession Is very 
lax in supplying you with interesting and useful infor- 
| mation of daily occurrence. This, I think, is very regret: 
‘able. I have the pleasure of calling upon a grea 
'number of your profession, all of whom I find men° 
‘great intelligence, I hope in the near future this con- 
| dition of things will be remedied.—Yours faithfully, 
Epwarp B. BuTtruM. 


25 Upper George Street, W. 





| THompson’s PaRTURITION INSTRUMENTS, I omitted to 
| mention, are made by Huish, Red Livn Square. 


|  Aspatria. , 


H. THompson. 








: . 
| Communtcations, Books, AND Papers RECEIVED.— — 
J. Brodie Mills, Messrs. G. Thatcher, G. Mayall, Ss. — 
| H. Watkins Pitchford, J.A.W.Dollar, J. mere a 
_F. Hobday, E. L. Stroud, J. H. Bennett, E. White +. 
W.M. Scott, E.B. Buttram, W. Kirk, W.A. Bull, J- 
Scriven. ‘* The Doctor Sahib.” 
Brighton Argus. Sussex Daily News, The Standard, The 
Devon Evening Express, Sussex Daily News. > 


should be written on one 
ed by the names a 
y for publication. 








Original articles and reports sh 
side only of the paper and authenticat 
' addresses of the writers, not necessaril 





